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The ‘Healthful Effect’ of Leaked Secrets 



Adm. Stansfield Turner, director of 
Central Intelligence, who will be testi- 
fying on the CIA and the media be- 
fore a House Intelligence subcommit- 
tee during the congressional recess, 
has raised a fundamental issue in his 
Dec. 7 oped article in The Post It is 
whether our society should “trust the 
judgment of its public servants re- 
garding what should and should not 
be withheld from the public.” 

. It is undisputed that no govern- 
- ment can accept free-whee ling dis- 
closure by individual decision as a 
way of life. Responsible officials will 
obviously seek more effective ways 
to enforce their secrecy rules. The 
question is whether a popular con- 
sensus exists — or should be en- 
couraged to come into being— in 
support of this idea. 

The issue is far from academic. 
The intelligence community is seek- 
ing to create a climate in which it ’ 
can obtain legislation tightening the 
lid on secrets by making public serv- 
ants criminally liable for spilling 
secrets. It is reverting to a concept 
that once commanded general ac- 
ceptance and, to a certain extent, 
still does, even among some in the 
press. New York Times col umnis t C. 
L. Sulzberger recently wrote, “I do 
not see what right the press has to 
publish military secrets endangering 
their country’s survival merely be- 
cause Xerox machines make docu- 
ments available to informers." To 
win its case, however, the security 
establishment must overcome the ef- 
fects of our recent past 

If history teaches anything, I be- 
lieve, it is that society should not 
trust the unilateral judgments of 
public servants about what informa- 
tion is safe to release. Documented 
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The writer, a former CBS corres- 
pondent, has written extensively 
about government security. 




